
Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

Sent: Wednesday, November 21, 2018 12:16 PM 

To: Grooms, Susanne Sachsman 

Subject: Re: Clinton foundation hearing/Huber 

Hey Susanne. I saw a rumor of that last night. You are correct about the ongoing nature of the 
I • • • a I 

I ut will try to give you a ring a bit later. 

David F. Lasseter 

On Nov 21, 2018, at 11:43, Grooms, Susanne Sachsman wrote: 

David, 

I just gave you a ring- Chairman Meadows has announced a subcommittee hearing on Dec 
5 with Huber to discuss OOJ' s probe of the Clinton Foundation see news story 
below). Can you give me a ring about this on my cell ? I thought Huber's 
review was ongoing ... 

Thanks, 
Susanne 

https:/!thehiiI.com/h111 tv/rising/41n 61-hou s e-gop-to-h old-heari ng-i nto-do js-probe-of­
cllnton-foundation 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA} 

Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 2018 6:11 PM 

To: Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA); O'Callaghan, Edward C. (ODAG); Huber, John (USAUT) 

Subject : FW: Witness Invitation letter - Oversight of Nonprofit Organizations 12-5 

Attachments: Witness Invite Huber.pdf 

FYSA attached. Ihave spoken with the Committee and Rep Meadows office about this and explained to 
them why the Departmentcannot support it. I w,11 update everyone when Iget an official response. 

dfl 

From: Casey, Sharon , 
Sent Wednesday, November 2.8, 2018 5:54 PM 

To: Lasseter, Dav J.gov> 
Cc: Baney, Drew ; Dunne, Julie 
Subject: Witness Invitation Letter- Oversight ot Nonprofit Organizations 12-S 

Dear rv1r_Huber: 

Attached please find an invitation letter for the Subcommittee on Government Operations hearing on 
Wednesday, December S, 2018, at 10:00 a.m. in room 2154 Rayburn House Office building. 

Please see the Witness Instruction Sheet for details on testimony. Please email an electronic copy ofy our 
testimony and bio no later than Monday, December 3, 2018, at 10:00 a.m. Please contact us. with any questions. 

Please confirm receipt ofthis invitation_ 

Thaokyou. 
Sharon Casey 

Sh.uon Ryan~-

@ Deputy ~iC!erk 
Commrtt.-: 011 Ov=t!!ht znd Govern.m:nt Reform 
2151 !uvl:umBuiMin~ Wa:iliingrcn. OC 20515 
- httpr ov;,nidit.ho,;1-;e.!!ov 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5394 001521-000002
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November 28, 2018 

The Honorable John W. Huber 
U.S. Attorney 
U.S. Attorney's Office District of Utah 
Department ofJustice 
111 South Main Street Suite 1800 
Salt Lake City, UT 84 111 -2 176 

Dear Mr. Huber: 

The Subcommittee on Government Operations of the Committee on Oversight and 
Government Reform requests your testimony at a hearing titled "Oversight of Nonprofit 
Organizations: A Case Study on the Clinton Foundation" on Wednesday, December 5, 2018, 
at 10:00 a.m. in room 21 54 of the Rayburn House Oftice Building. 

The hearing will cliscuss the management of 50l(c) nonprofit organizations, and how 
that designation impacts the programs and activities a nonprofit is allowed to conduct. Also, 
the hearing wilJ allow Members to examine the management of the Clinton Foundation, and 
the potential use of the Foundation as a vehicle for "pay-to-play" transactions. Th.is hearing will 
also provide an opportunity for you to update the Committee on the general operations ofyour 
evaluation of the Clinton Foundation. You should be prepared to provide a five-minute opening 
statement and answer questions posed by Members. 

The enclosed Witness Instruction Sheet provides infonnation for witnesses appearing 
before the Committee. 1n particular, note the procedures for submitting written testimony at 
least two business days prior to the hearing. Please contact the Committee as soon as possible, 
to confirm your attendance. If you have questions, please contact Drew Baney of the majority 
staffat (202) 225-5074 01 

Sincerely, 

Mark Meadows 
Chairman 
Subcommittee on Government Operations 

Enclosure 

cc: The Honorable Gerald E. Connolly, Ranking Member 
Subcommittee on Government Operations 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5394-000001 001521-000003



  

 

           


       


     

            


        

              


             


          


       

             


 

           


      


          

           


          

          


 

          


          


         


        

         

           


      

  

Chief  Clerk  (b) (6)

Witness Instruction Sheet  
Governmental Witnesses  

1.  Witnesses  should  provide  their  testimony  via  e-mail  to  Sharon  Casey,  Deputy  

,  no  later  than  10:00  a.m.  two  

business  days  prior  to  the  hearing.  

2.  Witnesses  should  also  provide  a  short  biographical  summary  and  include  it  with  

the  electronic  copy  of  testimony  provided  to  the  Clerk.  

3.  At  the  hearing,  each  witness  will  be  asked  to  summarize  his  or  her  written  

testimony  in  five  minutes  or  less  in  order  to  maximize  the  time  available  for  

discussion  and  questions.  Written  testimony  will  be  entered  into  the  hearing  

record  and  may  extend  to  any  reasonable  length.  

4.  Written  testimony  will  be  made  publicly  available  and  will  be  posted  on  the  

Committee s  website.  

5.  The  Committee  does  not  provide  financial  reimbursement  for  witness  travel  or  

accommodations.  Witnesses  with  extenuating  circumstances,  however,  may  

submit  a  written  request  for  such  reimbursements  to  Robin  Butler,  Financial  

Administrator,  2157  Rayburn  House  Office  Building,  at  least  one  week  prior  to  

the  hearing.  Reimbursements  will  not  be  made  without  prior  approval.  

6.  Witnesses  with  disabilities  should  contact  Committee  staff  to  arrange  any  

necessary  accommodations.  

7.  Please  note  that  Committee  Rule  16(b)  requires  counsel  representing  an  

individual  or  entity  before  the  Committee  or  any  of  its  subcommittees,  

whether  in  connection  with  a  request,  subpoena,  or  testimony,  promptly  

submit  the  attached  notice  of  appearance  to  the  Committee.  

8.  Committee  Rules  governing  this  hearing  are  online  at  www.oversight.house.gov.  

For  inquiries  regarding  these  rules  and  procedures,  please  contact  the  Committee  on  

Oversight  and  Government  Reform  at  (202)  225-5074.  

Document  ID:  0.7.4338.5394-000001  001521-000004
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COMMITTEE ON OVERSIGHT AND GOVERNMENT REFORM  
U.S. HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES  

115TH  CONGRESS  

NOTICE OF APPEARANCE OF COUNSEL  

Counsel submitting:  ____________________________________________________________  

Bar number: ________________  State/District of admission: ______________  

Attorney for:  __________________________________________________________________  

Address:  _____________________________________________________________________  

Telephone: ( _______ ) _______ - ___________  

Pursuant to Rule 16 of the Committee Rules, notice is hereby given of the entry of the  

undersigned as counsel for  in (select one):  

All matters before the Committee  

The following matters (describe the scope of representation):  

All further notice and copies of papers and other material relevant to this action should be  
directed to and served upon:  

Attorney’s  name: 

Attorney’s  email  address:  

Firm name (where applicable):  

Complete Mailing Address:  

I agree to notify the Committee within 1 business day of any change in representation.  

Signature of Attorney  Date  

Document  ID:  0.7.4338.5394-000001  001521-000005



Dunne, Julie 

From: Dunne, Julie 

Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 4:14 PM 

To: 'Lasseter, David F. (OLA}' 

Cc: Vance, Sarah; Brebbia, Sean; Baney, Drew 

Subject: RE: Dec.5 Hearing Invitation 

David, 

We've resctieduled Chairman Meadows' Dec. 5 subcommrttee hearing forOe:c.13 at 2pm. Please ler us 
know by the end ofthis week, about Mr. Huber's availability. 

Thanks, 
Juhe 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA) <David.F.Lasseter@usdoj.gov> 
Sent Monday, December 3, 201810:25 AM 
To: Dunne, Julie 
Cc: Vance, Sarah ; Brebbia, Sean ; Baney, 
Drew< 
Subject: RE: Dec.5 Hearing Invitation 

Thanks Julie 

From: Dunne, Julie < 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 201810:14 AM 
To: Lasseter, D · · · < - • ).gov> 

Cc: Va Brebbia, Sean ; Baney, 
Drew < 
Subject: RE: Dec.5 Hearing Invitation 

Hi David, 

We have to reschedule the Dec. 5 hearing we' ve previously dlsctJssed. We're loo~ing at rescheduling early 
next w~ek. Will share more info as soon as possible. 

Thanks, 
Julie 

From: Lasseter, David F. {OLA) <David.F.L>isseter@usdoj.gov> 
Sent Wednesday, November 28, 2018 2:14 PM 
To: Dunne, Juli 
Cc: Vance, Sarah ; Brebbia, Sean ; Baney, 
Drew < 
Subject: RE: Dec.5 Hearing Invitation 

I can chat now for a few minutes. 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5380 001521-000006

mailto:David.F.L>isseter@usdoj.gov
mailto:David.F.Lasseter@usdoj.gov
https://forOe:c.13


From: Dunne, Julie 
Sent: Wednesday, November 28, 20181:32 PM 
To: Lasseter, D · < · j.gov> 
Cc: V ; Brebbia, Sean ; Baney, 
Drew 
Subje ~ 

Hi David, 

Thanks for doing the call yesterday about the invitation we'd like to send to Mr. Huber for a hearing on Dec.5 
llOam). I conveyed your concerns to Chairman Meadows. However, he would still like to proceed and i nvite 
Mr. Huber. We plan to send an invitation later today or earlytmrw. 

We tried to call you earlier today (at 202514--1260) to discuss, but you were not at your desk. Please letus 
know a good t ime and we' re happy to give you a call. 

Thanks, 
Julie 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5380 001521-000007



lasseter1 David F. (OLA) 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 5:02 PM 

To: Doocy, Mary 

Cc: Williamson, Ben 

Subject: RE: Letter to Huber 

Received Mary. 

Weekend was nice •••except for my Georgia Bulldogs losing. Hope yours was mce. 

dfl 

From: Doocy, Mary < 
Sent: Monday, December 3, 2018 4:12 PM 
To: Lasseter, David f. (OLA) <dlasseter@jmd.usdoj.gov> 
Cc: Williamson, Ben < 
Subject: letter to Huber 

Hi David, 

Hope you had a nice weekend. Attached is the letter MRM Justdiscussed with you on the phone. 

Thank you, 

Mary 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5027 001521-000008
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ANDINFRASTflUCTUAE mta~tmgton. J)Q!: 20515-33\l 

COMMITTEE ON FOREIGN AFFAIRS 

December 3,201 8 

The Honorable John Huber 
U.S. Attorney' s Office 
l l l South Main Street 
Suite 1800 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111-2 l 76 

Dear Mr. Huber, 

As you know, in March of this year, then-Attorney General Jeff Sessions nominated you 
to investigate possible misconduct at the FBI during both the 2016 presidential election and the 
early stages of the Trump administration - specifically overseeing document production to 
Congress and examining whether more should have been done to investigate financial 
irregularities surrounding the Clinton Foundation. 

Part of these duties, as you know, includes engaging with whistleblowers and evaluating 
the reliability of evidence they produce to your investigators. However, documents provided to 
Congress indicate a disturbing lack ofconespondence and troubling level ofdisengagement 
between your office and whistleblowers who claim to possess relevant infonnation. 

For example: our documents show an individual principal in the investigative firm MDA 
Analytics, which made a formal 'whistleblower submission' and provided your office the same 
materials, first reached out to your office on April 4, 2018. Their initial contact included pages of 
documents, records, and materials gathered during a two~year independent investigation of the 
Clinton Foundation. The principal sent additional evidence in follow-up letters to your office on 
April 18, 2018, May 29, 2018, and again on October 10, 2018. 

During this time period, our records show they received no response or acknowledgement 
from your office. According to our infonnation, the principal's team received their first response 
from you on Friday, November 30, at approximately 2:00pm, when they received a phone call 
from your office asking them to resend the documents, records, and materials they had already 
sent months ago. We are told your office claimed this initial response on Friday was a part of 
their "normal follow up process." 

To be Clear, this means documents show a whistleblower contacted your office with 
infonnation on four separate occasions--only to receive their first response nearly 8 months 
later, in November, 5 days before our Congressional committee plans to hold a hearing on the 
subject. 

Your office's apparent failure to respond to these inquires in a timely manner raises grave 
concerns as to whether you and your team take this investigation seriously. Better yet, it raises 

filllHlll llit 111.lNII ,,, Iff! 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5392-000001 001521-000009
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concerns as to whether there has been any substantive investigation at all. The evidence provided 
by this whistleblower outlines widespread improprieties and alleged wrongdoing by Clinton 
Foundation principals, and it is critical that your team evaluate its merits. 

Our committee needs to know why these inquiries were apparently not addressed in a 
timely manner and what, if anything, your office has been doing to conduct a serious and 
thorough investigation on this matter. 

Your immediate response to this inquiry is requested. 

Member ofCongress 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5392-000001 001521-000010
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lasseter1 David F. (OLA) 

from: Lasseter, David f. (OLA) 

Sent; Tuesday, December 4, 2018 5:22 PM 

To: Ooocy, Mary 

Subject : Response to Representative Meadows' letter of December 4, 2018 

Attachments: 2017-7-27 Call for appointment of a second special counsel - Goodlatte # .... pdf; 

2017-11-13 Special Counsel - Goodlatte et al #3912087 and #3868206.pdf 

Mary-good afternoon. Please see below response to Rep Meadows' December 4, 2018 letter to United 
States Attorney John Huber. Both letters referenced in below response are attached. 

Dear Representative Meadows: 

Thank you for your interest in the work of U.S. Attorney John Huber. In answeringyour inquiry, it is 
important at the outset to clarify Mr. Huber's work and role, as your lettercontains an inaccurate 
description. In November of 2017, Attorney General Sessions tasked Mr. Huber with reviewing the issues 
outlined in House Judiciary Committee's letterofJuly 27, 2017. By letter of November 13, 2017, Assistant 
Attorney General Stephen Boyd informed congressional leadership of the scope of the assignmentgiven to 
Mr. Huber. Although the Department informed the Congress that the assignment had been given to a senior 
prosecutor in the Department, Mr. Huber's name was not revealed until March 29, 2018. 

As we have previously indicated, Mr. Huber's assignment is to evaluate the issues raised in letters from the 
House Judiciary Committee, and to then report directly1o the Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney 
General, as appropriate. Mr. Huber may recommend whether any matters not currently under investigation 
should be opened, whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether 
any matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. A5 part of his efforts, Mr. Hubercoordinates with 
other Department components and law enforcement partners who are, or have, investigated the maters 
under Mr. Hubers review. Consistent with longstamiling Department poJicy, however, it would not be 
appropriate for Mr. Huber at this time to provide details of his work or the matters he actively is reviewing. 

Mr. I-tuber takes his assignment seriously and he does not work alone. As to your particular concerns 
regarding MDA Analytics, Mr. Huber and his associates have been aware of the work product of MDA 
Analytics tor the better part of a year. Mr. Hubeli and his associates review submissions made by the public 
In a timely manner, coordinate With other components and law enforcementpartners as necessary, and 
duly consider the information in relation to Mr. Huber's assignment. In a recentcommunication, an 
associate of Mr. Huber contacted MDA Analytics to confirm receipt of a recent submission. In the course of 
that conversation, the associate asked that MOA Analytics ensure that all its submissions had in fact been 
sent for consideration as it appeared that there may have been a gap based upon MDA Analytics document 
numbering. 

I trust you will find this information helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we can be of 
further assistance. 

Respectfully, 

David F. Lasseter 
Deputy Assistant Attorney General 

Document ID: 0.7.4338.5062 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Robe1t W. Goodlatte 
Chainnan 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Chairman Goodlatte: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Depaitment's leadership has a duty to carefolly evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will rep01t directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Speci,11 Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you lmow, consistent with longstanding policy, the Depruiment does not ordinfil'ily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a mrumer consistent 
with the law and rules of the Depruiment. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

NOV 1 · 3 2017 
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The Honorable Robert W. Goodlatte 

Page Two 

except 
the Department any matter 

addition, you must know will never evaluate on the 
In 

integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
facts and the law. Professionalism, 

critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Your letter referenced 

Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into fonner Secretary of State Hillaiy 

server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
Clinton's use of a personal email 

IG a that the ' s office was initiating 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising 

review of, among other things: 

were 
Allegations that Depaitment or FBI policies or procedures not followed in 

• 
the FBI Di.rector's public 

connection with, or in'actions leading up to or related to, 
letters to Congress on October 28 and Director's announcement on July 5, 2016, and the 

November 6, 2016, and that ce1tain underlying investigative decisions were based on 

improper considerations; 

should have been recused from participating in 
Director • Allegat1ons that the FBI Deputy 

ce1tain investigative matters; 

disclosed non-public 
Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly 

• 
infom1ation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 

on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
hlformation Act documents 

Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

has 
issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Depaitment 

These investigations include 
whether he should expand the 

forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine 

scope of his investigation based on the inf01mation contained in those letters. 

the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
Once the !G's review is complete, 

address any issues identified by that review. 
steps are necessary to 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 

to contact this office if we may provide 
this infom1ation is helpful. Please do not hesitate 

additional assistance regai·ding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney GeneraJ 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

NOV 1 3 2017 
The Honorable Andy Biggs 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Biggs: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Depaitment of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, ai1d national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Depaitment's 
communications with Congress ai·e accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether ai1y matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require frnther resources, or whetl1er any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
a11d the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and ma11age the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy ca11 be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessai·y to ensure 
that the Depaitment acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and mles of the Depaitment. 

Document  ID:  0.7.4338.5062-000001  001521-000015



  

The Honorable Andy Biggs 
Page Two 

In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can detennine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Steve Chabot 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Chabot: 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

NOV 1 3 2017 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To fm1her that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attomey General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require fm1her resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attomey General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Depai1ment does not ordinai·ily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great 

I 

public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and al ways in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from pa1ticipating in 
ce1tain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of ce1tain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can dete1mine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the !G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Doug Collins 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Collins: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Depaitment of Justice 
(Depaitment) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to cai·efully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will rep01t directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cun-ently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations wm be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinai·ily confirm 
or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this policy can be 
frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessai·y to ensure that the 
Depa1tment acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent with the 
law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

NOV 1 3 2017 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Depa1iment's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Depariment or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the sarne, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
fo1warded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expar1d the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standar·ds of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

General 

Document  ID:  0.7.4338.5062-000001  001521-000020



  

Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Ron DeSantis NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman DeSantis: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate infmmation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Depaiiment's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress a.re accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confinn or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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Page Two 

In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Depaitment's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from pa1ticipating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaiiment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this inf01mation is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Blake Farenthold NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Farenthold: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Depa1iment) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will repo1i directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
reconunendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be constiued to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Depaiiment. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Blake Fareuthold 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation' s (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director' s public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that ce1tain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from paiticipating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Depaitment will assess what, if any, additional 
steps ai·e necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Trent Franks NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Franks: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its Tesponsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special COlmsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you lmow, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Trent Franks 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by impropeT considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Matt Gaetz NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Gaetz: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) ta1ces seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will repmt directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 

that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integTity, and public confidence in the Department' s work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bmeau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or Telated to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016,'and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
ce1tain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
infom1ation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of certain Freedom of 
Info1mation Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department bas 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Louie Gohmert NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Gohmert: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national secmity 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully eva1uate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To fi.uther that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will rep01t directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will malrn 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confinn or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department' s Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Depaliment or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
celiain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaitment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of celiain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Depaitment has 
forwai·ded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G' s review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this info,mation is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Ron DeSantis NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman DeSantis: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate infmmation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Depaiiment's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress a.re accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confinn or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Depaitment's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from pa1ticipating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaiiment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this inf01mation is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

TI1e Honorable Karen Handel NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Handel: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Depruiment's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Depruiment's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will rep01i directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters CU1Tently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Depruiment does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Deprutment. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Karen Handel 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Depaitment' s work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Y om letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Depaitment's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Depaitment or FBI policies or procedmes were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from pai-ticipating in 
ce1iain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of ce1iain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Depai-tment has 
fo1warded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Depaitment will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standai·ds of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Jim Jordan NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 205 15 

Dear Congressman Jordan: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted du.ring our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate inf01mation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cimently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require fmther resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confinn or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Jim Jordan 
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In addition, you must know the Depaitment will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, ai1d no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillai-y 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On Januaiy 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaitment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
inf 01mation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regai·ding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Info1mation Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps ai·e necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Steve King NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman King: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 

including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate info1mation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will rep01t directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters ctmently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the P1inciples of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Depaitment. 

U.S. Department of Justice 
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The Honorable Steve King 
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In addition, you must know the Depaitment will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department1s work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillai-y 
Clinton' s use of a personal emai 1 server. On January 12, 2017, the Depaitment' s Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department' or FBI policies or procedures were not fol lowed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of ce1tain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by in1proper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Depaitment has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standai·ds of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

y General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Raw Labrador 
Committee on the Judiciary NOV 1 3 2017 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Labrador: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department' s litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Depaiiment's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To fmiher that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be constrned to do so. While this 
policy can be frnstrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a maimer consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 
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The Honorable Raul Labrador 
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In addition, you must know the Depaitment will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Depaitment' s work is 
critical for us, a11d no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced vai·ious allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from paiticipating in 
ce1tain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
fo1warded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the infonnation contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Depaitment will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessai·y to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standai·ds of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Lamar Smith NOV 1 3 2017 
Com:m.ittee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Smith: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate ce1iain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. ((]SAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
ce1iain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of certain Freedom of 
Infonnation Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Depaiiment has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Depaiiment will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review, 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

V ·yt 

Step he oyd 
Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Tom Marino NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Marino: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

AB noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cmTently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

A;, you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public .concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton' s use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of ce1tain Fieedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Mike Johnson NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman J obnson: 

This responds to yom letters dated July 27, 201 7, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate info1mation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department' s litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
reconunendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whethei- any matters cunently under investigation requiTe further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Depa1tment does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (JG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
infmmation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI' s release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the I G so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G's review is complete, the Department will assess what) if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

,...._~ tephenE. ffl!llliiila~ 
Assistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Ted Poe NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House ofRepresentatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Poe: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Deprutment of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Deprutment's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate ce1tain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cun-ently under investigation require fmther resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting th.is review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Depaiiment does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be constrned to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a.manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Ted Poe 
Page Two 

In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. ProfessionaHsm, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI poUcies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
inf01mation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues rnised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 

NOV 1 3 2017 
The Honorable John Ratcliffe 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Ratcliffe: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department' s 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be fiustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Depaitment acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 
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The Honorable John Ratcliffe 
Page Two 

In addition, you must know the Depaitment will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integiity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the IG's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Depa1tment or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; · 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaitment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of certain Freedom of 
Info1mation Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the I G' s review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this infmmation is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 

S phen E. Brar.a.,,,.,,. 
,....__-'IJ!f;ssistant Attorney General 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable Martha Roby NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congresswoman Roby: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Department of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate inf01mation to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department' s 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not cunently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters currently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

AB you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confirm or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Department. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable Martha Roby 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation' s (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal emai l server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director's public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Di.rector should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Depaitment and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
information; and 

• Allegations that decisions regai·ding the timing of the FBl's release of ce1tain Freedom of 
Information Act documents on Octa ber 3 0 and November l , 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the I G so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of his investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG's review is complete, the Department will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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Office of the Assistant Attorney General 

The Honorable John Rutherford NOV 1 3 2017 
Committee on the Judiciary 
U.S. House of Representatives 
Washington, DC 20515 

Dear Congressman Rutherford: 

This responds to your letters dated July 27, 2017, and September 26, 2017, in which you 
and other Members request the appointment of a Special Counsel to investigate various matters, 
including the sale of Uranium One, alleged unlawful dealings related to the Clinton Foundation 
and other matters. We are sending identical responses to the other Members who joined your 
letter. 

As noted during our prior meeting in response to your letters, the Depaiiment of Justice 
(Department) takes seriously its responsibility to provide timely and accurate information to 
Congress on issues of public interest, and seeks to do so in a non-political manner that is 
consistent with the Department's litigation, law enforcement, and national security 
responsibilities. Additionally, the Department's leadership has a duty to carefully evaluate the 
status of ongoing matters to ensure that justice is served and that the Department's 
communications with Congress are accurate and complete. 

To further that goal, the Attorney General has directed senior federal prosecutors to 
evaluate certain issues raised in your letters. These senior prosecutors will report directly to the 
Attorney General and the Deputy Attorney General, as appropriate, and will make 
recommendations as to whether any matters not currently under investigation should be opened, 
whether any matters cunently under investigation require further resources, or whether any 
matters merit the appointment of a Special Counsel. This will better enable the Attorney General 
and the Deputy Attorney General to more effectively evaluate and manage the caseload. In 
conducting this review, all allegations will be reviewed in light of the Principles of Federal 
Prosecution. (USAM 9-27.000) 

As you know, consistent with longstanding policy, the Department does not ordinarily 
confmn or deny investigations, and this letter should not be construed to do so. While this 
policy can be frustrating, especially on matters of great public concern, it is necessary to ensure 
that the Department acts with fairness and thoughtfulness, and always in a manner consistent 
with the law and rules of the Depa1iment. 

U.S. Department of Justice 

Office of Legislative Affairs 

Washington, D.C. 20530 
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The Honorable John Rutherford 
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In addition, you must know the Department will never evaluate any matter except on the 
facts and the law. Professionalism, integrity, and public confidence in the Department's work is 
critical for us, and no priority is higher. 

Your letter referenced various allegations related to the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's (FBI) handling of the investigation into former Secretary of State Hillary 
Clinton's use of a personal email server. On January 12, 2017, the Department's Inspector 
General (IG) sent a letter to you and other Members advising that the I G's office was initiating a 
review of, among other things: 

• Allegations that Department or FBI policies or procedures were not followed in 
connection with, or in actions leading up to or related to, the FBI Director' s public 
announcement on July 5, 2016, and the Director's letters to Congress on October 28 and 
November 6, 2016, and that certain underlying investigative decisions were based on 
improper considerations; 

• Allegations that the FBI Deputy Director should have been recused from participating in 
certain investigative matters; 

• Allegations that Department and FBI employees improperly disclosed non-public 
infonnation; and 

• Allegations that decisions regarding the timing of the FBI's release of ce1t ain Freedom of 
Infmmation Act documents on October 30 and November 1, 2016, and the use of a 
Twitter account to publicize the same, were influenced by improper considerations. 

These investigations include issues raised in your letters. In addition, the Department has 
forwarded a copy of your letters to the IG so he can determine whether he should expand the 
scope of bis investigation based on the information contained in those letters. 

Once the IG' s review is complete, the Depaitment will assess what, if any, additional 
steps are necessary to address any issues identified by that review. 

We will conduct this evaluation according to the highest standards of justice. We hope 
this information is helpful. Please do not hesitate to contact this office if we may provide 
additional assistance regarding this or any other matter. 
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The Honorable Jeff Sessions 
Attorney General 

The Honorable Rod J. Rosenstein 
Deputy Attorney General 

U.S . Department ofJustice U.S. Department ofJustke 
Washington, D.C. Washington, D.C. 

Dear Attorney General Sessions and Deputy Attorney General Rosenstein: 

We are writing to you to request assistance in restoring public confidence in our nation's 
justice system and its investigators, specifically the Department of Justice (DOJ) and the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation (FBI), We need to enable these agencies to perform their necessary and 
important law enforcement and intelligence functions fully unhindered by politics, While we 
presume that the FBI's investigation into Russian influence has been subsumed into Special 
Counsel Robert Mueller's investigation, we are not confident that other matters related to the 
2016 election and aftermath are similarly under investigation by Special Counsel Mueller. The 
unbalanced, uncertain, and seemingly unlimited focus of the special counsel's investigation has 
led many of our constituents to see a dual standard ofjustice that benefits only the powerful and 
politically well-coru1ected. For this reason, we call on you to appoint a second special counsel 1 

lo iovesligate a plethora of matters connec ted to the 2016 eltxtion 1111d its a fiermath, including 
actions taken by previously public figures like Attorney General Loretta Lynch, FBI Director 
James Corney, and former Secretary of State Hillary Clinton. 

Many Democrats and members of the Washington media previously called for a "special 
prosecutor" to investigate Russian influence on the election and connections with the Trump 
campaign. Not surprisingly, once you actually made the decision to appoint a special counsel, 
the calls for further investigations by congressional committees continued, focused on allegations 
that have heretofore produced no evidence of criminality, despite the fact that over a year has 
passed since the opening of the original FBI investigation. Political gamesmanship continues to 

1 See 28 CPR Part 600 - General Powers of Special Counsel. 
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saturate anything and everything associated with reactions to President Trump's executive 

decisions, and reveals the hypocrisy of those who refuse to allow the Special Counsel's 

investigation to proceed without undue political influence. It is an unfortunate state of affairs. 

Your stated rationale for recommending Director Comey's tennination as FBI Director 

was his mishandling of fonner Secretary Clinton' s email investigation and associated public 

disclosmes concerning the investigation's findings. We believe this was the correct decision. It 
is clear lhat Director Comey contributed to the politicization of the fBI's investigations by 

issuing his public statement, nominating himself as judge and jury. rather than permitting career 

DOJ prosecutors to make the final decision. But many other questions remain unanswered, due 

to Mr. Corney's prematurnand inappropriate decision, as well as the Obama Justice 

Dcpa1iment's refusal to respond to legitimate Congress-ional oversight. Last week, the 

Republican Members of this Committee sent a letter to the Justice- Department, asking for 

responses to those unanswered inquiries.2 These questions cannot, for history's sake and for the 

preservation ofan impartial system ofjustice, be allowed to dje on the vine. 

It is therefore incumbent on this Committee, in our oversight capacity, to ensure that the 

agencies we oversee are above reproach and lhat the Justice Department, in particular, remains 

immune to accusations of politicization. Many Congressional entities have been engaged in 

oversight of Russian influence on the election, but a comprehensive investigation into the 2016 

Presidential campaign and its aftermath must, similarly, be free of even the suggestion of 

political interference. The very core ofour justice system demands as much. A second, newly­

appointed special counsel will not be e;ncumbered by lnesc considerations, and will provide t'eal 
value to the American people in offering an independent perspective on these extremely sensitive 

matters. 

Our call for a special counsel is not made lightly, We have no interest in engendering 

more bad feelings and Jess confidence in the process or governmental institutions by the 

American people. Rather, our call is made on their behalf. lt is meant to determine whether the 

criminal prosecution of any individual is warranted based on the solemn obligation to follow th.e 

facts wherever they lead and applying the law to those facts. 

As we referenced above, Democrats and the mainstream media called for a special 

counsel to be appointed to investigate any Russian influence on President Tn.1mp's campaign. 

Their pleas were answered, but there are many questions that may be outside the scope of 

Special Counsel Muelle1's investigation. This was clear following Mr. Corney's recent testimony 

to the Senate [ntelligence Committee on Jtme 8, 2017, which ignited renewed scrutiny of former 

2 See House Judiciary Committee letter ofJuly 21 , 20 I 7 to Attorney General Sessions, requesting answers to 
multiple questions which remain unanswered or inadequately answe~ed from the Obama Administration, available 
at https://judicimy.house.gov/wp-content/upload&/20 l 7 /07/072 I 17 Letter-10-AG­
S..e:.siu1J$.lJill1JU1ti_.~Otlr('e-)lo~; Judiciary-Commil1ce-- Pr1,ss IR_,J~,llie.s&ul111 caJ11 pai g.11- rc□b'.'93 I57-
EMAU~ CAMJJAIGN 20J7 07 2l&utm medium=email&ulm tenn=0 df4 leba!!fd-fcab593 1~7- 10 l8fi5997 
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Attorney General Loretta Lynch, and the actions she took to mislead the public concerning the 

investigatjon into the Clinton email investigation. Last year, this Committee inqwred repeatedly 

about the circumstances sm-rounding that and other matters, but our inquiries were largely 

ignored.3 

During his testimony, Mr. Corney referenced a meeting on the Phoenix airport tarmac 

between Ms. Lynch and fonner President Bill Clinton. Mr. Corney raised concerns about Ms. 

Lynch's conduct, and questioned her independence, stating: 

Al one point, the attorney general had directed me nor to call it an investigation, 

but instead to call it a matter, which confused me and concerned me. That was 

one of the bricks in the load that led me to condude, ' l have to step away from the 

department if we're to close this case credibly.'
4 

Tn addition, in prepartng to testify in fron1 of Congress for a September 2015 hearing, Mr. 

Corney asked Ms. Lynch at the time whether she was prepared to refer to the Clinton 

investigation as just that, an ''investigation.'' Mr. Camey testified that Ms. Lynch said, " Yes, but 

don't call it that, call it a matter." Mr. Corney retorted, "Why would Tdo that?" Ms. Lyn,_ch 

answered, "Just call it a matter.'' 5 Mr. Corney stated that be acquiesced, but jt gave him "a 

queasy feeling,'1 since it gave him the ''impression that the attorney general was trying to align 

how we describe our work" with how the Clinton campaign was talking about it.6 

Notwithstanding the fact that the FBI is the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and not the 

Federal Bureau of Matt el's, one is hard-pressed to w1derstand why Ms. Lynch directed then­

Director Corney to call the Clinton investigation a "matter" unless she intended to use such 

deceptive language to help wrongly persuade the American people that former Secretary Clinton 

was not, in fact, the subject of a full-scale FBI investigation, or to otberwise undermine the 

integrjty of lhe investigation. 

Following Director Camey's Senate Intelligence Committee testimony, Senator Dianne 

Feinstein was asked about the testimony while appearing on CNN's "State of the Union," 

Senator l·einstein stated, " I would have a queasy feeling too, though, to be candid with you, I 

think we need to know more about that, and there's only one way to know about it, and that 's to 

have the Judiciary Committee take a look at that."7 

, Id. 
4 Peter Baker, The New York Times, June 8, 2017, ovaitable al 
httns://www,nyt imes.com/20 I 7/06/08/us/pol itics/comey-tcstirnonv-lorem1- lynch.htm I. 
~ Id 

"Ed O'Keefe, The Washington Post, June 8, 20 17, available ar hltps ://www.washingtonpost.com/polrtics/2017/livc-­
l lpduL..:::il trump-wh itc- huu::id1uIr•t'.s~i;:o111.::J.• l.Cs ~i In u 11 Y.· wha1 -,v~-learn/ corn"-)' -1:~peai:; -Ih<1 l-i lfl)CIMl~ked-hirn - l {1 -

descl'ihe-cIinton-investign.tions-11s-,HnaJ h.:r/?uun L!!1'111 =,etb Ic I93f596. 
7 Eli Watkins, "Feinstein: Judiciary Committee musl 'step up and carr_y its weight','' CNN.com, June 11, 2017, 
m'ailabfe at hHp: 1/www.cnt1 ,co1n/20 17/06/ 1I /poli Licli/dianne• lei11r:.tei11- ja111es-corney/inJcx.111 1I. 
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We share Senator Feinstein's and Mr. Corney's concerns - specifically, that during the 

midst of a contentious Presidential election, which was already rife with scandal arising from 

Secretary Clinton's mishandling of classified information, that our nation's chief law 

enforcement officer would instruct the FBr Director, her subordinate, to mislead the American 

public about the nature ofthe investigation. Following Ms. Lynch 's directive to downplay the 

Cltnton investigation as a "matter," Director Corney infamously terminated 1he Clinton 

investigation. stating, "[a)lthough there is evidence of potential violations of the statutes 

regarding the handling of classified information, our judgment is that no reasonable prosecutor 

would bring such a case. "8 

Mr. Corney's lestimony has provided new evidence that Ms. Lynch may have used her 

position of authority to undermine the Clinton investigation. At any other point in history this 

accusation would entail a shock to the conscience oflaw abiding An1ericans who expect a DOJ 

free of political influence. We only have, however, an investigation into Russian influence on 

the 2016 election, including any ties to the Trump campaign, To limit our nation's insight into 

just this this single component of the 2016 election will only cause the special counsel's work to 

be derided as one-sided and incomplete. The special counsel's work must begin and end 

unimpeded by political motivations on either side of the aisle. For these reasons, the following 

points must also be fully investigated- ideally, via a second special counsel. This is imperalive 

to regain the cherisbed trust and confidence in our iUldoubtedly disi'ressed law enforcement and 

political institutions. 

We call on a newly appointed special counsel to investigate, consistent with appropriate 

regulations, the following questions, many of which were previously posed by this Cotm:l1iltee 

and remain unanswered: 

l) Then-Attorney General Loretta Lynch directing Mr. Corney to mislead Che American 

people on the nature of the Clinton invcs6gation; 

2) The shadow cast over our system ofjustice concerning Secretary Climon and her 

involvement in rnishandJing c1assified information; 

3) FBI and DOJ's investigadve decisions re]ated to former Secretary Clinton's email 

investig~tiou, including the propriety and consequence of immunity deals given to 

potential Clinton co-conspirators Cheryl Mills, Heather Samuelson, John Bent.el and 

possibly others; 

4) The apparent failure of DOJ to empanel a grand jury to investigate allegations of 

mishandling ofclassified information by Hillary Clinton and her associates; 

5) The Depa1·tment of State and its employees' involvement in determining which 

communications of Secretary Clinton's and her associates to turn over for public scn1tiny; 

s Statement by FBI Director James B. Corney on the Investigation of Secretary Hillary Clinton's Use of a Personal 
E-Mail System, July 5, 2016, available ar https://www.tbi.gov/news/pressrel/press-releases/statement-by-fbi­
djJ·erto1'- jan,es-b-come}-l.ll1 -LJ1e-1nWstigetibt1,aJ:.sccrcl.fJ!.'.Y•li ii li:1.ry-t Iin ton?O I 9s-u ~e-o1'-u-pe1·suiwl-e-1na il-s~s1en1. 
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6) Wik.iLeaks disclosures concerning the Clinton Foundation and its potentially unlawful 

international dealings~ 
7) Connections between the Clinton campaign, or the C linton Foundation, and foreign 

entities, including those from Russia and Ukraine; 

8) Mr. Camey's knowledge of the purchase ofUrat1ium One by the company Rosatom, 

whether the approval of the sale was com1ected to any donations made to the Clinton 

Foundation, and wha.t role Secretary Clinton played in the approval of that sale that had 

national security ramifications; 
9) Disclosures arising from unlawful access to the Democratic National Committee's (DNC) 

computer systems, including inappropriate collusion between the DNC and the Cl inton 

campaign to undermine Senator Bernie Sanders' presidential campaign; 

10) Post-election accusations by the President that he was wiretapped by the previous 

Administration,, and whether Mr. Corney and Ms. Lynch had any knowledge of effotis 

made by any federal agency to mllawfully monitor communications of then-candidate 

Trump or his associates; 

11) Selected leaks ofclassified infonnation related to the unmasking of U.S. person identities 

incidentally collected upon by the intelligence community, including an assessment of 

whether anyone in the Obama Administration, including Mr. Comey, Ms. Lynch, Ms. 

Susan Rice, Ms. Samantha Power, or others, had any knowledge about the "unmasking'' 

of individuals on then candidate-Trnrnp's campaign team, transition team, or both; 

12) Admitted leaks by Mr, Corney to Columbia University law professor, Danjel Richman, 

regarding conversations between Mr. Corney and President Trump, how the leaked 

information was purposefully released lo lead to the appointment of a special counsel, 

and whether any classified information was included in the now infamous "Corney 

memos"; 

13) Mr. Corney's and the FBI's apparent reliance on "Fusion OPS" in its investigation of the 

Trump campaign, including the company's creation ofa ''dossier'' of information about 

Mr. Trump, that dossiet·'s commission and dissemination in th~ months before and aft.er 

the 2016 election, whether the FBI paid anyone connected to the dossier, and the 

intelligence sources of Fusion OPS or any person or company working fo r Fusion OPS 

and its affiliates; and 
14) Arly and all potential leaks originated by Mr. Corney and provide to author Michael 

Schmidt dating back to I 993. 
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You have the ability now to right the ship for the American people so these investigations 
may proceed independently and impartially. The American public has a right to know the facts -
all of them- sun-ounding the election and its aftennath. We urge you to appoint a second special 
counsel to ensure these troubling, unanswered questions are not relegated to the dustbin of 
history. 

Sincerely, 

-=----1--C,b-----~ R· 

~ 
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Lasseter, David F. (OLA] 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 2:30 PM 

To: Bidelman, Kiley 

Cc: Castor, Stephen; Buddharaju, Anudeep 

Subject: RE: Letter from Jordan, Collins and Meadows to John Huber 

Received. Please note that the Department •s operating under a partial governmentshut-down and is not In 
position ta respond, generally. to letters at this time. 

Thanks, 
David 

David F. Lasseter 

Deputy Assistant Attorney General 
Office of Legislative Affairs 
U.S. Department of Justice 
(202) 514-1260 

From: Bidelman, Kiley<! 
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 11:33 AM 
To: Lasseter, David F. (OlA} <dlasseter@jmd.usdoj .gov> 

Cc: Castor, Stephen ■■■■■ ;Buddharaju, Anudeep 

Subject: Letter from Jordan, Collins and Meadowsto John Huber 

Good.morning-please see attached a letter to .Mr. John Huber from the Committee on Oversight and Re.form_ 
Please note this letter has a due date of January 21, 2019. 

Please acknowledge receipt ofthis letter_ 

Thanks, 
Kiley 

Kiley X . .Bidel.mil.D 
Clerk 
Committee on Oversight and Government Reform 
Rep. Jim Jordan, Ranking Member 
2157 Rayburn HOB, Vhshingron. DC 20515 
202.225.5074 
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C!Congregg of tbe Wntteb ~tateg 

The Honorable John W. Huber 
United States Attorney 
111 S. Main Street 
Suite 1800 
Salt Lake City, UT 84111 

Dear Mr. Huber: 

Ji,ouse of l\epresentatibes 
mtasbtngton, l\QC 20515 

January 7, 2019 

We write to request an update on the progress of your review of irregularities involved 
with the Department of Justice's (DOJ) and Federal Bureau of Investigation' s (FBI) actions 
during 2016 and 2017, including the process by which they undertook to comply with the 
Foreign Intelligence Surveillance Act (FISA), 50 U.S.C § 1801 et seq. 

The DOJ's and FBI's actions and decision-making during the investigations of former 
Secretary of State Hillary Clinton and the presidential campaign of Donald Trump raise serious 
concerns about impartiality, fundamental fairness, and adherence to the rule oflaw. These 
concerns prompted separate reviews from the Department of Justice, the DOJ Inspector General 
(DOJ IG), and congressional oversight committees. For the past fourteen months we have been 
part of a joint investigation by the House Committee on Oversight and Government Reform and 
the House Judiciary Committee into these matters as well. 

In March 2018, the Committees called for the Attorney General to appoint a Special 
Counsel to review FBI and DOJ decisions in 2016 and 2017.1 Specifically, the Committees 
expected an official who would: 

review decisions made and not made by the Department of Justice and the 
FBI in 2016 and 2017, including but not limited to evidence of bias by any 
employee or agent of the DOJ, FBI, or other agencies involved in the 
investigation; the decisions to charge or not charge and whether those 

1 See Letter from Bob Good latte, Chairman, H. Comm. on Judiciary and Trey Gowdy, Chairman, H. Comm. on 
Oversight & Gov' t Reform to Jefferson B. Sessions, Attorney Gen. and Rod Rosenstein, Deputy Attorney Gen., 
Dep ' t of Justice (Mar. 6, 2018), https://judiciary.house.gov/wp-content/uploads/2018/03/030618 Special-Counsel­
Letter.pdf?utm source=House+ Judiciary+Cornmittee+Press+Releases&utm campaign=91 1 e937989-
EMAIL CAMPAIGN 2018 03 06&utm medium=email&utm term=0 df41eba8fd-91 l e937989-10 1865997; Id 
(" . .. while we have confidence in the Inspector General of the Department of Justice, the DOJ IG does not have 
authority to investigate other governmental entities or former employees of the Depastment, the Bureau, or other 
agencies."). 
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The Honorable John W. Huber 
January 7, 2019 
Page 2 

decisions were made consistent with the applicable facts, the applicable law, 
and traditional investigative and prosecutorial policies and procedures; and 
whether the FISA process employed in the fall of 2016 was appropriate and 
devoid of extraneous influence.2 

Although the Attorney General did not appoint a Special Counsel, he recognized the 
importance of the Committees' inquiry and appointed you to review these matters.3 

Your investigation has been ongoing for over nine months. During the course of our 
extensive investigation we have interviewed more than a dozen current and former DOJ and FBI 
personnel, and were surprised to hear none of these potentially informative witnesses testified to 
speaking with you.4 Further, last month then-Chairman Mark Meadows invited you to testify as a 
witness at the Subcommittee on Government Operations' hearing " Oversight of Nonprofit 
Organizations: A Case Study on the Clinton Foundation." We were disappointed to learn from 
the Department you were not enthusiastic about testifying when declining the invitation. 

To better understand the status and scope of your review, we request that you please 
provide the following information to us regarding your review: 

1. The total number of witnesses you have interviewed, including names of specific 
individuals where possible, and the number of witnesses remaining to be interviewed; 

2. The total number of FISA applications reviewed; 

3. The total number of documents reviewed, including their substance and format (e.g. 
emails, meeting notes, phone logs, etc.); and 

4. A description and account.of your coordination with DOJ IG Michael Horowitz. 

Please provide the requested documents and information as soon as possible, but no later 
than 5:00 p.m. on January 21, 2019. Please contact Anudeep Buddharaju at 202-225-5074 with 
the Oversight Committee and Carlton Davis at 202-225-3951 with the Judiciary Committee with 
any questions about this request. Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

2 Id. 
3 See Letter from Jefferson B. Sessions, Attorney Gen., Dep' t of Justice to Robert W. Goodlatte, Chairman, H. 
Judiciary Comm. and Trey Gowdy, Chairman, H. Comm. Oversight & Gov't Reform (March 29, 2018) ("The 
additional matters raised in your March 6, 20 I 8, letter fall within the scope of his existing mandate, and I am 
confident that Mr. Huber's review will include a full, complete, and objective evaluation of these matters in a 
manner that is consistent with the law and the facts."). 
4 E.g., Bruce Ohr Transcribed Interview 126, Aug. 28, 2016 ("Mr. Ratcliffe: Well, I want to make -- part of the 
reason I'm also trying to make this record real clear is there's someone that's been appointed to look at potential 
FISA abuse, United States Attorney John Huber. Have you talked to Mr. Huber? Mr. Ohr: I have not. I mean, I have 
spoken with Mr. Huber in the past when he was a U.S. Attorney, but I have not spoken with him as part of this."). 

2 
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The Honorable John W. Huber 
January 7, 2019 
Page 3 

Sincerely, 

Mark Meadows 

cc: The Honorable Elijah E. Cummings, Committee on Oversight and Reform 
The Honorable Lindsey Graham, U.S. Senate Committee on the Judiciary 
The Honorable Ron Johnson, U.S. Senate Committee on Homeland Security 

and Governmental Affairs 
The Honorable Michael E. Horowitz, Inspector General, Department of Justice 

3 
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Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

From: Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 2:35 PM 

To: Huber, John {USAUT); O'Callaghan, Edward C. (ODAG); Weinsheimer, Bradley 
(ODAG); Boyd, Stephen E. (OLA); Kupec, Kerri (OPA) 

Subject: FW: letter from Jordan, Collins and Meadows to John Huber 

Attachments: 2019-01-07 JDJ DC MM to Huber re OOJ investigation due 1-21.pdf 

FYSA. letter from minority members asking John Huber questions. We are in no position to respond • 

John- obviously, please referany media mquinesto OPA. 

Thanks, 
dfl 

from: Bidelman, Kiley 
Sent: Monday, January 7, 2019 11:33 AM 
To: Lasseter, David F. (Ol.A} <dlasseter@jmd.usdoj.gov> 
Cc: C.astor, Stephen i Buddharaju, Anudeep 

Subject: letter from Jordan, Collins and Me.adows to John Huber 
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Lasseter, David F. (OLA) 

From: Lasseter, David F. {OLA) 

Sent Monday, January 7, 2019 4:23 PM 

To: Belair, Brendan 

Subject: R:E: l etter from Jordan, Collins and Meadows to John Huber 

Iam happy to discuss this with you and provide the same response I gave to Congressman Meadows 

from: Belair, Brendan • 
Sent: Monday, January 7, 201'9 4:06 PM 
To: Lasseter, David F. (Ot.A)<dlasseter@jmd.usdoj.gov> 
Subject: Re: Letter from Jordan, Collins and Meadows to John Huber 

Roger 

Sent from my iPhone 

on Jan 7, 2019, at 3:35 PM, Lasseter, David F. (Ot.A}<David.F.Lasseter@usdoJ .gov> wrote: 

From: Bidelman Kile 
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	This responds to your Freedom of Information Act request, dated and received in this Office on December 18, 2018 in which you requested communications with the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee or its Sub-Committee on Government Operatio...



